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In  a  pamphlet  purporting  to  be  published  by  a  Commit¬ 
tee  of  the  Payson  Church,  there  are  several  statements 
made  in  relation  to  myself,  which  are  untrue,  but  only 
one  of  which  I  think  it  important  to  notice  at  this  time. 
In  this  pamphlet,  I  am  charged  with  having  4  4  newly 
vamped  up  the  same  old  story”  which  had  been  circu¬ 
lated  years  ago  in  this  city,  in  reference  to  a  certain 
disreputable  disease  under  which  Mr.  Fairchild  had 
once  labored.  I  will  give  a  brief  statement  of  the  facts 
in  the  case,  believing  that  they  will  be  a  sufficient  vin¬ 
dication  of  my  course. 

In  June,  1844,  when  the  report  came  to  this  city, 
that  Mr.  Fairchild  had  been  accused  of  adultery,  and 
had  taken  his  own  life  in  consequence  of  the  charge,  it 
was  mentioned  in  a  company  of  medical  gentlemen. 
One  of  them,  a  physician  of  high  standing,  under  these 
circumstances  felt  at  liberty  to  mention  that  he  had 
once  been  applied  to  by  Mr.  F.  for  medical  advice,  and 
had  found  him  affected  by  symptoms  of  a  certain  dis¬ 
reputable  disease.  This  remark  was  repeated,  became 
somewhat  current,  and  I,  as  well  as  others,  gave  ere- 
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dence  to  it.  Mr.  F.,  hereupon,  wrote  to  the  physician, 
and  received  an  answer.  Not  satisfied  with  this  answer, 
Mr.  F.  wrote  again,  and  received  another  response. 
Both  of  the  communications  of  the  physician  were  made 
in  September,  1844,  and  were  in  Mr.  F.’s  possession 
when  he  published  his  “  Iniquity  Unfolded,”  and  when 
he  furnished  what  he  has  to  say  on  the  subject  in  the 
recent  pamphlet  by  the  Committee  of  the  Payson 
Church. 

But  though,  in  both  of  these  publications,  he  makes 
indignant  allusions  to  the  report  as  being  slanderous  in 
the  highest  degree,  he  gives  no  hint  of  the  existence  of 
these  communications  from  his  physician.  In  such  a  case 
as  this,  it  is  plain  that  the  testimony  of  a  physician  must 
be  of  the  utmost  importance.  A  man  conscious  of  in¬ 
nocence  would  naturally  apply  to  his  physician  for  an 
exculpatory  statement,  and  would  mainly  rely  on  it  for 
his  vindication.  The  public  will  draw  its  own  inference 
from  the  fact  that  Mr.  F.  has  never  produced  any  such 
testimonials,  or  intimated  that  he  had  them  in  his  hands. 
The  reader  will  take  into  consideration  the  circum¬ 
stances  under  which  the  physician  spoke  of  the  matter. 
With  the  impression  that  Mr.  F.  had  committed  suicide, 
and  feeling  that  such  an  act  is  a  sort  of  confession  under 
horrors  of  conscience,  it  is  not  strange  that  he  should 
be  startled  into  the  utterance  of  a  matter  which  is 
ordinarily  of  a  confidential  nature. 

Under  the  convictions  which  he  felt  of  Mr.  F’s 
guilt,  he,  a  short  time  afterward,  spoke  of  it  also  to  a 
gentleman  of  eminence  in  the  legal  profession,  and  said, 
“I  charged  him  (Mr.  F.)  with  having  the - - ;  and, 


5 


if  you  will  believe  it,  he  fixed  his  eyes  on  me,  and  un¬ 
dertook  to  deny  it.” 

I  now  distinctly  call  upon  Mr.  F.  to  publish  the  com¬ 
munications  which  he  is  known  to  have  received  from 
his  physician.  He  withholds  any  intimation  of  his  hav¬ 
ing  received  them,  though  he  has  professed  to  give  to 
the  Public  the  history  of  the  transactions  to  which  they 
relate.  He  has  repeatedly  appealed  to  the  Public,  and 
thereby  conferred  upon  the  Public  a  right  to  demand 
all  the  documents  belonging  to  the  case.  If  this  rea¬ 
sonable  demand  is  refused,  an  intelligent  community 
will  readily  form  its  own  opinion  as  to  the  tenor  of 
those  communications,  and  their  probable  bearing  upon 
himself. 

As  a  further  and  independent  confirmation  (and  oth¬ 
ers  like  it  can  be  offered)  of  the  statement  alledged  to 
have  been  made  by  the  physician,  I  shall  now  present  a 
part  of  the  letter  which  I  received  last  October.  I  per¬ 
form  this  repulsive  duty  in  exposing  a  professed  minis¬ 
ter  of  religion,  not  merely  to  defend  myself  from  Mr. 
F’s  charges  of  having  “  vamped  up”  an  old  exploded 
slander  against  him  ;  but  because  he  and  his  committee 
have  loudly  challenged  me  to  produce  it.  This  extract 
contains  all  the  declarations  of  the  physician  which  are 
given  in  the  letter  in  regard  to  the  disease  ;  and  fully 
confirms  the  report  that  Mr.  F.  had  occasion  to  apply 
for  medical  advice  while  laboring  under  indications  of 
an  infamous  complaint.  The  name  of  the  physician  is 
omitted  for  obvious  reasons. 
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Extract  of  a  letter  from  Rev.  W.  W.  Patton  to  Jeremy 

Drake ,  dated  New  York ,  October  12,  1846  : 

“  Dr.  — — ,  of  Boston,  well  known  to  yourself  and 
others  interested  in  the  Fairchild  case,  was  a  fellow- 
passenger  with  father  in  the  Britannia.  He  asked 
father  one  day,  whether  he  had  made  himself  ac¬ 
quainted  with  the  facts  in  the  Fairchild  case.  Father 

replied  that  he  had.  Dr.  — - then  observed,  that  he 

was  himself  connected  with  it  ;  and  proceeded  to  say, 
that,  some  years  ago,  Mr.  Fairchild  sent  for  him  to 
render  medical  services,  saying  that  he  was  troubled 
with  inflammation  of  the  bladder,  and  a  stricture  in  the 
urinary  organs,  occasioned  by  a  cold  which  he  had 
taken  in  riding  from  some  neighboring  city,  New  Bed¬ 
ford,  I  think.  Dr. - said,  that,  on  coming,  he  found 

that  there  was  no  stricture,  and  no  inflammation  of  the 
bladder,  but  the  usual  symptoms  of  gonorrhoea  !  He 
was  of  course  amazed,  and  consulted  with  another 
physician  as  to  what  he  ought  to  do.  He  was  advised 
to  charge  it  upon  Mr.  F.  Accordingly  he  saw  Mr.  F. 
again,  and  said,  4  Mr.  Fairchild,  if  such  a  thing  could 
be  possible,  I  should  say  that  your  disease  was  caused 
by  illicit  intercourse  with  the  other  sex/  Thereupon 

Mr.  F.  fastened  his  eye  upon  Dr. - ,  and  said,  4  It  is 

absolutely  impossible;  it  was  occasioned  by  a  cold,  &c/ 

Dr. - ,  however,  told  father  that  he  still  privately 

believed  as  at  first/’ 

The  letter  contains  some  other  matters,  which  it  is 
not  necessary  to  recite.  The  main  fact  is  distinctly 
given  on  the  authority  of  one  of  the  most  distinguished 
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clergymen  of  New  York,  who  had  it  directly  from  the 
mouth  of  the  only  competent  witness  in  the  case,  as 
other  gentlemen  of  high  respectability  have  also  had  it. 
The  reader  will  remark,  that  when  Mr.  F.  called  on 

Dr.  -  to  render  him  medical  services,  he  was  a 

minister  in  good  standing  ;  and,  in  this  vicinity,  unsus¬ 
pected  of  immorality.  Notwithstanding,  so  fully  was 
Dr. - satisfied  as  to  the  true  nature  of  Mr.  F.’s  com¬ 

plaint,  that  he  applied  to  a  professional  brother,  to 
whom  he  stated  the  nature  of  Mr.  F.’s  disease,  and 
asked  of  him  what  duty  required  in  a  case  so  peculiar. 

The  other  physician  did  not  hesitate  to  advise  Dr. - - 

to  charge  the  matter  home  upon  Mr.  F.  And  though, 
when  thus  charged  with  having  the  complaint,  Mr.  F. 
had  the  effrontery  to  deny  it,  it  is  evident  that  Dr. 

-  retained  his  previous  opinion,  from  his  having 

subsequently  mentioned  these  facts  on  board  the  Britan¬ 
nia  and  elsewhere.  Mr.  F.,  in  calling  upon  me  to  pub¬ 
lish  this  statement,  relies,  I  have  no  doubt,  upon  a 

certificate  which  he  has  obtained  from  Dr. - ,  to  the 

effect  that  the  letter  contains  a  “  gross  perversion  of 

facts. ”  I  am  satisfied,  however,  that  Dr.  - will 

never  testify  that  this  part  of  the  letter,  containing  the 
statements  imputed  to  him  as  to  the  disgraceful  disease 
in  question,  is,  in  any  essential  point,  inaccurate.  It  is 
my  belief,  that  the  <c  gross  perversion  of  facts”  which 

Dr. - alledges  the  letter  to  contain,  refers  not  to 

this  part  of  the  letter,  but  to  those  parts  which  I  have 
omitted,  containing  statements  in  regard  to  which  there 
appears  to  be  some  such  disagreement  in  the  report  of  a 
conversation  as  is  common  after  some  lapse  of  time,  and 
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when  made  by  a  third  person.  Mr.  F.  must  under¬ 
stand  that  no  certificate  expressed  in  general  terms 
will  suffice  to  set  aside  the  testimony  of  the  letter  upon 
this  one  and  only  important  point ;  sustained  as  it  is  by 
the  verbal  testimony  of  other  influential  gentlemen. 

Before  I  close,  therefore,  I  repeat  my  demand  for  the 
publication  of  the  suppressed  communications  given  by 
Dr.  — — -,  in  September,  1844 ;  and  especially  if  any 
more  recent  documents  from  him  on  the  same  subject 
are  to  be  produced.  What  I  have  here  presented,  is 
sufficient  to  refute  what  has  been  said  of  my  assailing 
Mr.  F.  with  false  reports  in  this  matter.  Notwithstand¬ 
ing  Mr.  F.  and  his  committee  have  publicly  asserted 
that  no  prosecution  should  be  instituted  against  me  for 
publishing  the  letter,  yet  I  have  not  the  less  carefully 
endeavored  to  avoid  making  any  statement,  which 
could  not  be  sustained  by  testimony. 

I  refrain  from  adducing  other  facts  in  my  possession, 
believing  that  what  is  here  presented  is  sufficient  to 
convince  an  intelligent  community  of  the  pollution  and 
infamy  of  the  man. 

JEREMY  DRAKE. 


Boston ,  Feb.  15,  1847. 


